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Sir: 
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In reply to the Examiner's Answer dated June 4, 2001, applicants reply as follows. 

*n3600WAf' ''''^ 

In response to the Examiner's comments on Issue 1 (pages 3-4 of the Examiner's 
Answer), it is noted that the crush zone of a vehicle varies depending on the type of impact and 
the type of airbag system. In the case of Breed, the airbag system is for deployment in frontal 
impacts and thus, the passenger compartment might be considered outside of the frontal crush 
zone (as asserted by the Examiner). However, in the claimed invention , the airbag system is a 
side impact airbag system where the crush zone indisputably includes the side doors. The 
invention is tjjus-unequivocally not djri^etted to a frontal impact airbag system. 
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Even if Breed teaches placement of an airbag system for sensing frontal impacts in the 
passenger compartment which is relatively distant from the front of the vehicle, it is unreasonable 
to conclude that Breed could teach placement of a side impact airbag system in the side doors of 
the vehicle are relatively close to the side of the vehicle. It is essential to realize that the side of 
the vehicle might be outside of the crush zone for a frontal airbag system, as in Breed, but not 
outside of the crush zone for a side impact airbag system, as in the claimed invention. 

In response to the Examiner's comments on Issue 3 (page 5 of the Examiner's Answer), 
the primer of Spies projects into a recess in the housing but nevertheless is not arranged in the 
housing. A housing is defined by a boundary while anything outside of the boundary is not in the 
housing. In this case, the housing has an indentation and the primer that fits in this indentation is 
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